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1, ' On 14 March I960 IJAGS called no to report briefly on the results 



.would bo far. better if 'no publicity at; 'till wore'tbbe -;Tven to this case, 
cort.xltily‘.f(Jr'i!ic ,prW.dht ; a'f least, 'alien and if i.c wins tho-euso will 
.be time cnourh for any 'newspaper accounts /' and we 'would far prefer tli.it 
'no publicity be cLven'to it even at'-tr'iat time.. TborcTorc anyth iru; be 
could do to prevent ' a story be ini; written would be helpful. 



-the 11 March 
bstoniiin Trie. 
Cl and 

^Tore at The o 
Mr. Stellar GR 



March hcariii;; iuiddlieun 'open. t to tho. public and'thnt *i couple of his 
n "friends nnd .asked’lwliothcr" they mi«ht attend., :!c bad chocked with 
1 \nA fniin-l' t-hnt 'there wohi-i be no oh lection’ fron his rart. There* 



favorably 'inclined towards ’-RADS.* CRAHP.T; 'was* 'taking notes during the 
course of the hearing" anU* BASIS questioned h im shout it and learned that 
ho intended to, write up story for the "Vaba test lane" P’i'rce Hstonian") 
which is a ..Toronto publication. .\rp«rcntly this was important to ■ 

Mr. n?u\3MUvbecauso he ,wa"$ '..qoinjj to ret $20 for the story, rt was for tilt's 
reason that RA.US.had called me’ on K March and asked iso- bow* J Celt about'; 
publicity, After -I had tplci him. that' T was a ruins t if he had called' 

GRA3BF, to ask hi m to hold "up, on the. story but ' It was apparently too late 
since CTTABBK had, already forwarded his story to Toronto ;mdjjt has appeared 
in tlic newspaper. RAUS. will "ffliiKC .copies for ":e and Cl d^larui :-ive us 
both ’ the ' originaT and the translation. RAGS was cons ick- raid /"apcloyetic 
about the course ■'of. ’events and ''wonted to be sure that he hud not inten- 
tionally disobeyed my desires in’ this Matter, t told bin that it was 
unfortunate that anythin;; should have appeared but t.ut. it was proi.-ul-iy 
unavoidable, ant! 1 told him to forgot 'about it. 

3 . PAiJf. then proceeded to brie f -sc o:: the hcariap itself. Me e;r.- 
p!n sited that he hud found it somewhat .1 i f r icu ) t to fellow .ill the intricacies 
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of the henring and ho was at no moans sure that his , understanding of it was 
accurate on all the joints. Me stated tiuit^fl ti l.'md <]gno the }>r inc i p;tl 
pleading and that the argumentation was primarily bctweoiuC 3 and tiie 
judge. (lie was not sure of his name.) The attorneys for tiio prosecution 
had played only a minor role in too proceedings. The most important points 
are co\'<3red below. 



4. The i uc!pe had questioned t.: 10 wordini? of Holms' affidavit which had 
apparently not been completely satisfying to him, because it wjn? "conclusive, 
lie asked whether Helms could not be subpoenaed to appear, but, CL ’ ob- 
jected strongly that Holms was a Presidential appointee and umlbubtcilTV a 
very busy official and could not Ixj asked to come to Baltimore for si/cii a 
hen ring, Tiio jurlpfo at this point stated that ho would be willing to come 
to Washington to see Mr. Helms if necessary. Apparently nothinr. further 
enne of this exchange. 



S. Tiie question of RAL'S f "employment" by CIA was also raised. Tiio 
prosecutor's motion had emphasized that P-AU5 was 'known to be an employee of 
t!ie Bureau of Public Roads. [ C L3 "'argumentation was that it was p.cr- 
fectly possible for RAILS to be employer!' by one Government agency and working 
under cover for CIA. If he were in fact working for CIA in certain ir 



matters in connection with his Estonian emigre involvement, his actions and 
statements would be not in behalf of the Bureau of Pool ic Reads but of CIA. 
RADS believed that there had been no conclusive decision on this matter but 
that the judge might require us to produce something more substantial in the 
way of affirmation of his employment by the Agency, !n short the term "employ 
inent" was not yet resolved. 



6. Tim judge was nuzzled as to why the motion for "absolute privilege" 
had been made only now rather than_at the very outset of the case, .In this 
connection the judge asked whethorjC- JJ Wild go on tho stand to testify 
on the ci rains tancos of this motion, but,_C- called -Lz'to the 

stand instead and the latter testified under oatlt^ He sfated thhTwhen they 
had first taken tiie case ho had talked it over with Agency lawyers and had 
been told that RAUS' connection with the Agency and his activities were such 
that they could not be revealed to the public for legitimate security reasons. 
They had based their entire defense on that assumption. However, at the time 
when HEINE'S attorneys served their very' long interrogatories on AA'JA lie had 
again visited the Agency to go over the questions asked in the interrogatories 
The Agency Lawyers had decided that in view of the very- searching nature of 
tho interrogatories and of their inability cr unwillingness for security rea- 
sons to respond to then;, it would be necessary to resort to the claim of 
absolute privilege. 



7. RAJS stated that tho judge had made a 
claim of absolute privilege had been presented 
by the Government, lie felt tiiat the Cover, ;ncn 



nij* issue of the fact tivat the 
by LAMS' attorneys instead of 
should have made this claim, 



or at least been represente d ij^ court through the Department of Justice or' 
tho Attorney. General. C- J 3 v , retied with the judge on this . point hut 
UAUS seemed to fool that the jTElee whs not fully convinced, 

8, As RAUS understands it, the judge will now writo nn opinion of the 
case and he ia not sure whether this will involve a decision on., the motion 
for summary judgment or not. At the conclusion of the hearing zz* 

told RADS that while we wore not yet "out of the woods", the jiMge was ^ 
questioning all the elements which the prosecution might use in an appeal, 
so that if he finally decides in RAUS' favor the opposition's grounds for 
appeal will probably have been reduced or eliminated. 
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